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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. FARENTHOLD). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
July 29, 2014. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable BLAKE 
FARENTHOLD to act as Speaker pro tempore 
on this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2014, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 

f 

AFGHANISTAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, this past 
Friday was a monumental day in the 
House of Representatives as we finally 
had a debate on the merits of sending 
U.S. troops back into the conflict in 
Iraq. 

Again, I thank the House leadership 
and the Foreign Affairs Committee 
leadership for working with Represent-
atives MCGOVERN, LEE, and myself to 
bring H. Con. Res. 105 to the floor, and 

I thank the 370 Members who voted in 
favor of this resolution. 

H. Con. Res. 105 states very simply: 
The President shall not deploy or maintain 

United States Armed Forces in a sustained 
combat role in Iraq without specific statu-
tory authorization for such use enacted after 
the date of the adoption of this concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my hope that we 
will have other debates on the Con-
stitution and the role of Congress in 
deploying our military, including a de-
bate on repealing both the 2001 and 2002 
AUMF. 

There is no decision more important 
than a vote to commit a young man or 
woman to war to potentially give their 
life for our country. That is one reason 
that I am opposed to President 
Obama’s decision to allow U.S. troops 
to remain in Afghanistan. While he 
says that we are withdrawing our 
troops, the fact remains that 32,800 
members of the American military re-
main in harm’s way in Afghanistan at 
this very moment. 

We have all read and heard the re-
ports from Special Inspector General 
for Afghanistan Reconstruction, John 
Sopko, which details rampant waste, 
fraud, and abuse of American re-
sources. 

We in Congress continue to propose 
cuts to domestic programs that assist 
our veterans, children, and senior citi-
zens, yet there are no cuts to the 
money that is being funneled overseas 
to prop up a corrupt Afghan regime. 

One would think that we would learn 
from history. No amount of blood or 
treasure will change Afghanistan. It is 
what it is, like it or not. It is what it 
is. 

As I close, I want to mention three 
members of the Army who died on July 
25 as a result of their service in Af-
ghanistan. I also want to thank ABC 
News for faithfully honoring our fallen 
servicemembers. The names of the 
three fallen Army members are Staff 

Sergeant Benjamin Prange, PFC Keith 
Williams, and PFC Donnell Hamilton. 

Why, you may ask, do I continue to 
speak against the war in Afghanistan? 
Because American servicemembers are 
still dying. 

Mr. Speaker, I have a poster beside 
me on the floor today that probably 
gives a better example of war than 
even I do with my words. It is a little 
girl holding the hand of her mom as 
the United States Army is getting 
ready to start the caisson. The little 
girl is wondering why her father is in 
the casket draped by an American flag. 

These are the costs of war. We must 
always carefully consider where we are 
going to send our young men and 
women overseas to fight and give their 
life. 

Mr. Speaker, with that, I will close 
by asking God to please bless our 
troops, God to please bless the families, 
and for God to continue to bless Amer-
ica. 

f 

SENATE TRANSPORTATION BILL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, as 
early as this afternoon, the Senate de-
bates transportation funding. It is not 
just about the money to stop the sum-
mer slowdown that is impacting 
projects and jobs all across America be-
cause we have not adequately funded 
our transportation needs. It is an op-
portunity to focus our response to the 
larger infrastructure crisis which is no 
longer just looming but is upon us. 

America is literally falling apart. 
The American Society for Civil Engi-
neers has famously rated our transpor-
tation with a D-plus, with an overall 
dismal scorecard for other infrastruc-
ture categories. 

We can no longer afford to maintain 
our existing system in a state of good 
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repair. Eleven percent of our bridges 
are obsolete or functionally deficient. 
Ongoing operations, to say nothing of 
strategic new investments, are increas-
ingly difficult. 

This is sad because the Federal Gov-
ernment used to play an essential role 
for infrastructure throughout our his-
tory, from Benjamin Franklin’s postal 
roads to Abraham Lincoln’s trans-
continental railroad to Dwight Eisen-
hower’s interstate highway system. 
The ability to even imagine such ac-
complishments is increasingly a thing 
of the past. This means we are losing 
our competitive edge to be able to 
move goods efficiently. Our families 
are losing mobility. 

Our low level of investment is being 
dwarfed by competitors overseas: Eu-
rope, India, Japan, and especially 
China. 

Shanghai has 14 subway lines, a high- 
speed Maglev railway, two massive 
modern airports, 20 expressways, and a 
high-speed train leaving Shanghai 
every 3 minutes. China has spent 81⁄2 
percent of its gross domestic product 
for 20 years, while American invest-
ment has shrunk to 1.7 percent re-
cently for a system that is variously 
rated 12th or 27th, depending on what 
you are looking at. 

Is it any wonder that China’s econ-
omy has expanded 700 percent in 20 
years while America struggles to grow 
at 2 percent a year? 

With such an overwhelming, well-es-
tablished need, it is criminal that Con-
gress is in the process of making a de-
cision that will probably delay any 
meaningful opportunity to correct this 
situation in transportation funding for 
3 years or longer. 

Yes, it is essential that a financial 
transfer take place to the highway 
trust fund to stop the summer slow-
down and give Congress a chance to 
work, but hopefully, only with enough 
money to work through this year. The 
Senate may well appropriate enough 
money, as the House did a couple of 
weeks ago, to slide into the next Con-
gress with new committees, new lead-
ership, perhaps, in the Senate. The sit-
uation will get no easier, no less com-
plex, and no less expensive if this Con-
gress abandons its responsibility. 

This is a continuation of an unfortu-
nate pattern since 2003, where a series 
of ever-shorter solutions and 21 tem-
porary extensions have created near 
permanent uncertainty for commu-
nities who rely on the Federal partner-
ship for the big picture, major repair, 
and new construction of roads, transit, 
and bridges. 

The people who build, maintain, and 
depend on our transportation infra-
structure are in the dark where they 
stand now, where they will be in 6 
months, where they will be 2 years 
from now. It is absolutely unaccept-
able. 

I will fight for this Congress to get 
on with its job now. If it means we 
have to work in October instead of 
campaigning, so be it. If it means we 

have to come back after the election 
and work into the holidays, we should 
do so. Congress should not recess for 
vacation, for campaigning, or adjourn 
for the year unless it has met its re-
sponsibilities for a long overdue, 6- 
year, robust transportation bill pro-
vided with enough sustainable, dedi-
cated funding to stop this chronic un-
certainty. 

The Senate will be debating limiting 
funding for this year or sliding into 
next. They will even debate Senator 
LEE’s proposal to slash the Federal 
partnership and turn it back to the 
States as an unfunded mandate, elimi-
nating the gas tax and, with it, any 
thoughtful, overall Federal transpor-
tation system. 

These are the choices that really 
need to be drug out into the light. 
They need to be talked about in the 
open to find out what the public 
thinks, and then we make a decision, 
let them know, and move on. America 
deserves no less. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from traf-
ficking the well while another Member 
is under recognition. 

f 

OBAMACARE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, the recent 
decision in Halbig v. Burwell held that 
ObamaCare ‘‘makes tax credits avail-
able . . . to individuals who purchase 
health insurance through . . . ex-
changes . . . established by the State.’’ 

Supporters of the law predictably de-
cried judicial partisanship. They 
claimed the reasoning of the Court was 
spurious because it led to an absurd re-
sult which was not in line with the in-
tended policy of the law. 

Also recently, video surfaced of MIT 
health economist Jonathan Gruber, a 
prominent architect of and supporter 
of ObamaCare, clearly stating that 
States have an incentive to set up ex-
changes so that their citizens will have 
access to Federal subsidies. So much 
for the charge that the Court’s rea-
soning led to an absurd result. 

Mr. Speaker, it is quite obvious that 
someone at some point in the legisla-
tive drafting of ObamaCare thought 
using Federal subsidies as an incentive 
to get States to set up insurance ex-
changes was a good idea, and that was 
the view that was codified as law. But 
at a fundamental level, the issue here 
isn’t the way the statute was written; 
it is the way the statute was passed. 
The extremely partisan nature of 
ObamaCare’s passage has made the ad-
ministration unwilling or unable to 
seek fixes via the normal legislative 
process because doing so would neces-
sitate working across the aisle and 
compromising. 

We all remember that ObamaCare 
was hastily passed after an election 
which cost the Democrats their super-
majority in the Senate. They couldn’t 
edit this law because the people of Mas-
sachusetts denied them that privilege. 
But that didn’t stop Democrats from 
ramming this poorly drafted law 
through using some very questionable 
legislative tactics. Now they are ask-
ing the courts to let them make edits 
to the plain language of law without 
consulting Congress. 

As this case moves forward on ap-
peal, judges should ask themselves this 
question: Is it my role to shield the 
Democratic Party from the con-
sequences of a republic form of govern-
ment? I don’t recall ever reading that 
particular clause in my copy of the 
Constitution. 

f 

THE LEGISLATURE’S JOB IS TO 
PASS LEGISLATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, as the 
House uses what little legislative time 
is left in the year to sue the President, 
I am reminded of what Benjamin Dis-
raeli once said: ‘‘How much easier it is 
to be critical than to be correct.’’ That 
is the reason why the American public 
thinks that the lawsuit against the 
President of the United States is a po-
litical stunt, because it is a political 
stunt. 

The majority argues that the Presi-
dent’s executive actions give them no 
choice but to sue the President; that it 
is the legislative branch’s job to defend 
against the executive branch’s sup-
posed overreaches. 

But I will tell you what the job of the 
legislature is. The job of the legisla-
ture is to pass legislation. 

For 112 Congresses before this one, 
the fight over the separation of powers 
has endured, with each Congress before 
us using the powers allocated to it in 
our Constitution to pass legislation to 
counter the actions of the President. 

b 1015 

It is not a unique idea: You don’t like 
the job the President is doing? Well, 
then let’s do our job. You don’t like the 
President’s policy? Well, then let’s 
enact some policies of our own. Rather 
than litigating, we should be legis-
lating. 

My colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle have been so busy trying to 
prevent the President from doing his 
job, they have forgotten to do their 
own. For years, their number one legis-
lative priority was making President 
Obama a one-term President, to dis-
credit him, to delegitimize him. Time 
and time again, with every issue, from 
extending unemployment insurance to 
comprehensive immigration reform to 
climate change, to name a few, this 
Congress has punted the ball. Instead 
of finding the courage to tackle the 
tough issues the American people are 
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